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- r/ie MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after S(X (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- tf NO period for reply is specifled above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 March 2006 . 
2a)|3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parfe Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-3 and 5-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-3 and 5-17 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con*ection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or forni PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (0- 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) 13 Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) D Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 05^23/06 . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's Amendment filed 03/1 3/06 has been entered and carefully 
considered. Claims 1, 10 and 16 have been amended. Claim 4 has been 
canceled. However, limitations of amended claims have not been found to be 
patentable over prior art of record, therefore, claims 1-3 and 5-17 are 
rejected under the same ground of rejection as set forth below. 

Information Disclosure Statement 
Please note that IDSs certification filed 05/23/06 stating that "...was cited in a 
communication from a foreign patent office..." is outdated and should be 
"...was cited in any communication from a foreign patent office...". 
Please re-submit the IDSs with correct statement for reconsideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the inventfon was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an internatfonal application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsectfon of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being Tanaka et 
al. [US. 5,714,972]. 
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As per independent clainns 1 and 10, Tanaka teaches a computer 
implemented method and corresponding system for displaying information 
related to a physical document comprising the steps/means: 
a movable display (e.g., fig. 13., col. 8, lines 55-56) comprising: 
means for detecting movement of the movable display relative to a first 
surface (col. 3, lines 37-55); means for correlating movement of the movable 
display to infornnation representing a portion of a first image stored in a 
database (col. 3, line 56 - col. 4, line 9); and 

presenting the information on the movable display (col. 3, lines 60-61 ), 
wherein the detecting means is configured to detect orientation of the 
movable display (column 3, lines 53-55, "The position detector, for example, 
detects the position in the horizontal and vertical directions", figure 13, four 
arrows represent four orientations of the display screen). 
As per claims 2 and 3, according to Tanaka's teaching at col. 3, line 56 - col. 
4, line 9, it is inherent in Tanaka's system that the detecting means is a 
transducer included within the movable display wherein the transducer is 
used to correlate movement of the movable display to a change in position 
on a stored image. 

As per claim 1 1 , Tanaka teaches the detecting means being configured to 
detect orientation of the movable display (e.g., col. 3, lines 53-55). 
As per claims 5, 6 and 12, Tanaka teaches the correlating means including a 
processor (col. 7. lines 7-1 1) and associated memory (col. 7, lines 1-3) 
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wherein the database is stored in a memory on board the movable display 
(e.g., col. 6, lines 14-15). 

As per claims 7, 8, 1 3 and 14, Tanaka teaches the information being stored 
in a database remote from the movable display wherein the information 
stored remote to the movable display is accessed via a wired link (e.g., col. 
2, lines 50-54). 

As per claims 9 and I 5, Tanaka teaches the information stored remote to the 
movable display being accessed via a wireless link (e.g., col. 2, lines 50-54). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for ail obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tanaka et al. in view of Cobbley [US. 6,501 ,464]. 
As per claim 16, Tanaka does not disclose the first image being an image of 
a keyboard that can be operated using the moveable display. Cobbley 
discloses the first image being an image of a keyboard that can be operated 
using the moveable display at col. 1, lines 8-30. It would have been obvious 
to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching from Cobbley of 
operating an image of a keyboard using the movable display in Tanaka's 
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system since it would allow the system using keyboard functionality without 
the need of a physical keyboard. 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tanaka in view of Singh [US. 6,359,615], 

As per claim 17, Tanaka does not disclose a first portion of the first image 
being displayed at a first resolution and a second portion of the first image 
being displayed with a reduced resolution relative to the first resolution. 
Singh disclose a portion of the first image being displayed at a first resolution 
(30 of fig. 6) and a second portion of the first image being displayed with a 
reduced resolution (42 of fig. 6) relative to the first resolution. It would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching 
from Singh of displaying a portion of the first image at a first resolution and a 
second portion of the first image with a reduced resolution relative to the first 
resolution in Tanaka's system since it would increase the amount of 
information that can be displayed within a screen. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant has argued that Tanaka patent does not teach or suggest detecting 
orientation of a movable display. As indicated in Applicant's responses, at 
column 3, lines 53-55 of the Tanaka patent describes a position detector 
included within the disclosed device is provided for detecting position in 
horizontal and vertical directions. 
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"The position detector detects the position in the horizontal and vertical 
directions" means "detecting orientation". 

As pointed out in the response, Applicant's specification paragraph [0019] on 
pages 5-6 describes "tracking enough positional coordinates so that changes 
in orientation of the display can be determined. Such a feature can be used 
to ensure that portions of an image will be oriented on a movable display in a 
manner as desired by a user. When, for example, a user reorients a 
rectangular display to provide a larger viewing area along a given direction 
(e.g., where an image is tall and thin, and best viewed by rotating the display 
90), the image will appear properly oriented within the display". However, the 
claimed language itself "the detecting means is configured to detect 
orientation of the movable display" is a broad term and does not specify the 
invention. 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given >their< 
broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." > In re 
Hyatt, 211 F.3d 1367, 1372, 54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations 
from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during 
prosecution, and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility 
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that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. 
In re Prater, 415 F,2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969). 
Therefore, Tanaka patent still reads over the claimed language itself "the 
detecting means is configured to detect orientation of the movable display". 
Applicant also argues that no motivation or suggestion to have combined 
features of the Tanaka patent with features of the Cobbley patent. However, 
both of the references teach image information. While Tanaka fails to teach a 
keyboard image, Cobbley patent shows an image of keyboard at figure 1 . 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 ,1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first 
reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and 
the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. 
In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4141 . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Weilun Lo, can be reached at 571-272-4847. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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